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Before leaving Posner' sj' version of events and persons in Hew Orleans ,/fn recalling 
my experiences with them of tv/o and a hall decades ago I remembered i.y silence about 
what others may criticize me for saying nothing about until now. 

Starkly put. Clay Shaw did commit perjury. 

I hast eft tcz add so would just about ^everyone else. I would have, faced with the 
vindictive, hateful and probably^^frustratea~SSeenTnaeceny represented by Garri- 
son's charging him with perjury after the jury acquitted Ste^’in less than an hour. 

Garrison baaed his perjury charge on those credible Clinton, louisiana witnesses 
Posner deprecates. They all testified tob 


having seen Shaw and Qsw/Sd -there Oswald. 

yJ6>i t'B Ju <■ 


there together when supposedly Oswald was there looking for a job. At his trial Shaw 

dV 

testified he was never away from Hew Orleans because he had the full responsibility 
for renting the space in the new ITM building then nearing completion. I believed as 
soon as I heard of that testimony that it was false. X also knew how to determine whether 
of-or not it was false. T/d a^, clues were irf~in of those TV pictures of Oswald picketing 
the old ITM building the importance of which as news if not as evidence should have been 


obvious to Garrison and all of his staff and to the joduhalists of mi mi mal competence. 

~4Titry trf 0*^*4; it, fyi+n, rw,. 

Johann Rush, another Posner favorite because they hold similar political views and 
because, based on them rather than any real investigative work Rush also believes that 
Oswald was a lone assassin, dish was there taking the pictures but he ignored the leads 
in what he was looking at* 

The FBI, how aver, had not ignored those leads. Only it did nothing about them. I 
have the i'BX reports in which it identified a&=s some of those in some of the pictures. 

g)\4 

Their identifications of two men in arte of those pictures that all the supposedly in- 
flow OmJ Ln.Vj* U,r±> Y t+t> UlUs / / 

vestifcators ignored/ Tge pictures indicated Wj.at 1 believe/ about them and what they were 

doing at that old ITK byu building* 

1 had other reasons to believe that Shaw lied at his trial in his alibi testimony. 
So did u arrison and most of the reporters. 
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Saying they were credible does not me.ji I believed what they said ndxthw. 

-;hen I talked to then and then that they^estified 

( 

^hev were credible. 

But tliat Sliaw would have had to taka Oswald up to Clinton to get him a job, mfcc 
if that was Shaw's intent, is not credible. 

It also is not credible that if for some reason Shaw wanted Oswald to work at the 
hospital he would have had to drive him here. 

He was a well-connected nan who knew people all over and like most men in his posi- 
tion, he could and did do much business by phone, 

Shaw ran the Trade ftfartm If he had no job open^jing he could have made a job for 
Oswald and it would not have been as menial as working inside a mental hospital at 
least onyfof its buildings ig* kept locked *ttJf fli jlstM / I y 

I do not know what the truth is and I never tried to find out. 

For me it was eulugh that no matter how credible those Clinton witnsses appeared to 
be—th^er story did not make s^ens e 

That onee again aomedjh was counterfeiting Oswald or at 2per the least ^tending to 
was a possibility but by then my work had passed that kind of study, as my books reflect, 
and I could devote no more time to anything like that, 

( w 

(An aside: 1C for years I've been telling young 'people interested in the subject, 
particularly those who fane ^.theorized "solutions " to the assassination, that in keeping 
with tiie wisdom of the medieval British jfehiloiopher, William of Occam, we seek the 

j 

simplest solutions^ the:* should ask themselves two questions. First, is what they are con-* 
3idering reasonQfile, If they are satisfied it is, then they should ask if it is possible, 

(Irf considered that the identification of Oswald and Shaw by those Clinton wit- 
nesses failed both tests/) 

(Similarly, those reading boohs like Pgsner's, which give the impression he reeks to 
give, tljat in effect he discovered sex and invented the wheel, in addition to «nWn e 
the above questions there should be sensitivity to the end-noting. How complete is it? 

How much that should bc S °mre!e isn’t sourced at all? How much is sourced to what readers 
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cannot understand, cannot get, sourced in way> ( ihat defy checking? And for those who 

/ 

know sonetning about the subject matter, what is omitted and why it is omitted; what is 
represented incompletely or unfairly and again why.) 




That still from those movies wa3 not required to believe that Shaw had sworn 






falsely beens because of this other reason to believe that he had. 

The plain and simple truth is that i J Shaw had not lied, innocent -as he so clearly 

{/ 

was of Garrison's changes he could have been convicted. Conviction was not merely a 
natter of going to jail. It wa n- tee r , t meant he would bear forever the stigma of having 
conspired to th kill the President fa* ** 4 ^ 


I afeoid giving their names because if I do and if they ar^Vtill alive these two 
n_ Whan on other work I was n ear then j interviewed them. It was n ot in I Jew Orleans. 


innocent men ufe would bo p lagged by demands Tor interviews 


I liave my interviews 


on tape. (I did not seek to interview them until the charge of perjury against Shaw had 


run its course ig the courts. He died exonerated, an innocent nan, as he ./as. 

The Irade Hart had co tracted the r» nting of the space in its new builidg to pro- 

iessionals in that real estate. The two men in those pictures 

of Oswald picketing the old ITM building were, they tolcty me, (finder t frzrf contract that 

jktof cU^ 

Garrison ignored although it was public knowledge* ted ' d o n e the actual space-tenting 
whcr had -th a t r es p misiliili Ly li e-te a Ilf h ad • 

work. It was not Shaw/and they said he had nothing to do with that space rental. 


- This incident indicates how guilt can be Created despite innocence. If Garrison had 
not oeen so totally immersed in the fictions of his own f^abication, if he had been 
thinking of ' the experienced prosecutor he was, he would liave thought of ifcass rEntsixsa 
that space-renting contract and those two men in that ignored still from those movies, 
he would have subpoenaed they, and their truthful testimony would liave been made even 
more perduasive by the ^contracts they, not Shaw, negotiated. 


? bat mak:es it even moz^inconrguous but is also typical of Garrison, that strange 
man, is that for an entirely different purpose he often, loudly and sometimes at 
great length declared that the name of the company hireS faT to do that spece renting 
was a CIA name/i 


And he still missed it. 

This is not intended as criticism of Posner. For his bock he had no need to know 
more about Garrison * 3 persecution of Shaw than tha'Fit failed^ that Shaw was found ss 
by the jury ttf- be A gu±lbjjt 4 


•'»***? .W0T-' iw.r- 




162 


This is not to say, howevern that if he had intended the full and complete investi- 
gation he and Handon House tout, he should not have looked into it # 

extra space 


I 




There isfi so much more that can be said about Osv/ald in New Orleans that 


$ Posner did not say about it in what he modestly proclaimed to aj .1 cameras and open 
□ikes is the first and the only definitive biography of the man, the first that under- 
stands him, Har togs- style; and there is So much more than can be aasaid about Posner* s 
verson of Oswald in New Olreans* 

this time, hw/Qver, more is not needed for adequate exposure of this partxx 
of POsner* s Ci^-assisted commercialization and exploitation of the assassination 


cf 

ape- 


so car fully time^fco furthe exploit the tldrtieth anniversary. 

But before following Posner's tracing of Oswald to i^exico City there is a credit 
due him. 

In Jin Garrison’s On the Trails of the SAssassins . (Sheridan Square t / H .), 

and I know of personal hhowledge that is the one trail I oar rison never took, he explains 
away his failure to quotas from any of his own files of his own "probe" as that fiasco 
was referred to in New Olr ans, by claiming they were stolen. Prom one of the members of 
his former stafl I have le raed that Garrison blamed one of thos^ho haW been most 
unqaestiongly loyal and devoted to him. Garrison's claim was that this man sold them 
to tlie CIA* That is even lesytredible than most of 'Bie Ina^TtEings Garrison said* 

Posner, however, claimed lie ‘/discovered" them. He uses that strange was of sjrfT 
putting it.fosner does not say where he "discovered" them.) q does not say what he 
found in them. He does not, in fact, have a single end note referring to them* 

Why, then, does he boast of having "discovered" what he makes not single reference 
to? 

Posner, demon investigator he presents himself as being, "discovered" the files of 


the man who yxicTma^e international headlines for several years and does not in his 

book cliimed to be so definitive, not iworie a single word from that 'Garrison files? 

ft t onljr did not a single interviewer or a single reporter wonder af ter 

. , JaJ 

allegedly "discovering" Garrison's files %iot aTtr^bite Icrax - as little as one word in 

Ids boo 03 ^ more than six hundred pages to those^files. 

Not surprisingly , Random House makes the same boast# In its full, 1993 issue 

of its house organ, At Random, it devotes the first two articles to Posner and his book# 


■ * 
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The Mf,n Who Killed Kennedy , is by Carsten Pries, Random House's 

roduction manager and ma5&Lng editor oc of this house organ, The second is a ten— page 
treatment of Posner's great exclusive from the CIA, his interview of II osr/eko. In Fries' 


account, in writing his book, Posner "originally set out to e - grr ree x ami n e all the evi- 
dence/? I so short a period of time^ yet^for "all Ihe evidence." Fries repeats 

i 

Posner's proud Qoa$g saydng of it that Posner "created his own index" to the Warren pg 

materia^ Natur JJy, Fries also finds it necessary to include Posner's ugly siarxaf 

slurring of Sylvia I‘Ieagher, bein. every blT\ as decent a man as Posner. And then Fries 
A-U- .. ^ 

repeats rt?osner St boast, saying "he made ^discoveries, such as the undiscloved files 

of...Jom ^ ^arrison." Needing to know nothing and knowing nothing save that the sole 

purpose of this ^puffery was to sell more bocks. Fries adds of this tremenduous Pos- 

net accomplishment for which he found not a scintilla of use at all, those Posner- 

^ T, _>/- f JL t ii, 

discovered files "will resolve many controversies." 7 ' 1 ^ 

Of 

(JSo ' unquestioning multitude that fell all over itaelf^in praising this crude and 
obvious fraud of a book, not one wrote or spoke a word about what is in those files 
that would "Vfesolve many contriver sies.'y^Iot one asked why not a word of them is in the 
book, attributed to this remarkable discovery, possible after all these years oniy to 
Random House's supersleauth. 

The reason is obvious and my learning about what Posner can have been magnifying 
into this added one of hi3 spurdoife claims may have significance in explaining what 
his real motive wa3 in doing thi3 hippodromed fakery of a book. 

VHaen I wa in Wew Orleans I spent all the time I could in trying to learn more 
about Oswald. I did not copy Garrison's files, as many, including the later Bernard 
Fensterwlld did. I had no interest in Shaw or in that strange collection of characters 
in GarrisonSs imagined conspiracies, save for] David £ s errie^> That was not alome because 
I am the one who brought Ferrie to JJLght. Fensterwalil established the Assassination 
Archive and Research u enter. All his personal files are there. 

As was Posner . / When/^an pinpoint the beginning of Posner's book and its purposes. 
Geroge Gardner, Washington Post Pulitzer- prize wiiriing reporter and assassination 
expert, was at the AARC check inj met its files after Oliver Stone's movie JFK was out 
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The controversy over Stone's fictional account of the assassination he had boasted 

was non-fiction Iffrdner and I started. I gave Lardner what f told Stone two mon^ths 

■tc . 

before he started filming proved that ^arriojsn' s book was fiction and c.itshonestly £ 

i a v-t ivW. ^ 

so. Then I was give a copy of the script. I gave Gardner both (eSdTte^jnjte^d 

~Mi£ * r 

the Post published an expose of Stone's) use of the assassination to say what ho wanted 
to say aljtyway. 

Posner's presence at AARc at that time strongly suggests that his -Jsrepfc^of his 
book so consistent with his political beliefs is that it would be wj&what Stone's movie 
was from the opposite side. He would do f of the other view, that Oswald was the lone 
ni^/tssassin, what Stone did for the view that there was a conspiracy. 

Obviously, Posner did not find, what people would usually say, or even "discover" 
garrison's files. What x ' ensterwaul copy of them needed no discovery and, in fact, 
could not be"discovered." How can one "discover", whAchm means to be the first to find 
something, what bad been publicly available for more than twenty-five years and is 
lasted in ifes available records at AARC? 

The-p-o& discovery^Posner seems to have made is how he could exploit and 
commercialise the assassination with what would have major-^mSia appeal, a awitch on 
the official mythology with the false np tense of supporting that mythology by "new 
evidence." 

Ac we have seen and as we shall see afoaln, Posner ha3 not produced the tiniest sliwer 
of new evidence. As it relates to the crime and its investigations, not a mngifl word 
is new. And of what he cliins as his own work, we have seen and we will see again, that 
is the work of others he present^ as his own work.! 1 * less polite langauge as laymen 
^ rather than lawyers understand the word, what is "new" in Posner's ftfaud of a bock is 
what he 5tole. /Not that he jj£>did not also steal what was not new, what was published, 
and present that as hi3 own. We have seen this an we shall continue to see it as 
we continue to expose Posner's connerciali zation ojf the new assassination sycophancy, 
even the formula ffr which is not his, with increasingly less need to expose all of it, 

- lr&-po jry 

exposure to this point being that definitive and devastatingof~ the man and lfe 
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